RECEIVED & INSPECTED

0CT 2 3 2006 Michele Faraon
5478 Belisprings Rd.
FCC - MAILROOM Garberville, CA 95542

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554.

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC, Ry e Reo? (NIGREAL,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, I am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news

reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the comerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concem about the
problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the public service mission of the media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from a broad
range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join millions of
Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. 1 hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation.

Most sincerely,

Michele Faraon

ikl Fararn
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Washington, DC
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0CT 2 3 2006

1 am filing a comment on proceeding 06-121 (Media Ownership).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination
of the public interest limits on media ownership. Localism and diversity are the
cornerstones of a democratic media system, and we cannot afford to
compromise them in any way.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration
of economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our

democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to
declines in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of
content in radio and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and
broadcast stations, or allowing further concentration in local television
markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in
2003, millions of Americans rose up in protest. Congress and the courts
ultimately intervened to turn back that misguided regulatory process.

Now that these same rules are being reconsidered, the FCC should stand firm
with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands
of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy.

Sincerely, /7
First and Last name LAURA STECRMAN A
Mailing Address $484 N. SRAMBLE BROOK LANE ; auld

City, State TUCION, AT 85704
Zip

Email Address

Other Comments:

More info from the FCC on this issue can be found at
http://hraunfoss.fec.qov/edocs public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.




October 14, 2006 To: FCC

445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC
20554

I am filing a comment on proceeding FP-003

(Media Ownership: Out of the Picture).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

| am writing to express my outrage that the FCC has failed in efforts to monitor and
foster more minority ownership of television stations. There is something terribly wrong
with our media system when minorities comprise such substantial parts of the U.S.
population but own so few broadcast outlets.

A recent report by the media reform organization Free Press found that that while
minorities make up 33 percent of the U.S. popuiation, only 3.26 percent of all
broadcast stations are owned by mincrities. The report also finds that the number of
minority owned stations has dropped since more consolidated media ownership was
permitted in the 1996 Telecommunications Act.

Diversity is the cornerstone of a democratic media system; we cannot afford to lose it
in any way. It would be unconscionable for the FCC to let large media owners buy up
more local media outlets before redressing the agency's failure to foster minority voices
in the media.

The FCC should not ailow relaxation or elimination of the limits on media ownership
without first hearing out widespread public concern about the probiems of minority
representation and lack of minority broadcast station owners. Allowing further
concentration of local media markets, will only worsen the probiems we already have.

Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from diverse voices. The
FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership
in the hands of the few.

First and Last name ““NWM’T“WN - Sincerely, ,
Mailing Address - BRAMBLE SROOK j
. TUGION, AZ 85704 :
City, State MWM W’m
Zip

Email Address
Other Comments:

More information from the FCC on this issue can be found at
hitp://hraunfoss.fcc.qov/edocs public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.




Public comment on proceeding FP-002 (Media Ownership Cover-Up)

| am writing to express my strong disapproval of former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent
investigation of this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that
unleash further consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the
comerstones of a democratic media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in
any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media
ownership without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public
concern about the problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of
economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing ihe public
sarvice mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our democ-acy requires the
free flow of local information from a broad range of diverse voices.

iiedia concolidation has already ied to declines in local and minority vivinership as weil
as ine homogenization of content in radio and telsvision. Allowing furiher concentration
of locui mecia marksts, will oniy worsen the picblems we already have.

The FCC should stand firim with the public against further concentration of media
ownership in ihe hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a,vote for

demiccracy. pf vﬂ/;M y MW\/
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FCC - MAILROOM
I am filing a comment on proceeding 06-121 (Media Ownership).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination
of the public interest limits on media ownership. Localism and diversitv are the
cornerstones of a democratic media system, and we cannot afford to
compromise them in any way. :

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration
of economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to
declines in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of
content in radio and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and
broadcast stations, or allowing further concentration in local television
markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in
2003, millions of Americans rose up in protest. Congress and the courts
ultimately intervened to turn back that misguided regulatory process.

Now that these same rules are being reconsidered, the FCC should stand firm
with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands
of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy.

First and Last name 5/ }E/’ /bﬁa/ 3{ )
Mailing Address ;2 ¢ /. . ey /Z,,uw;mac) .
City, State 7iC <t ,4(7 _ o
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October 14, 2006 To: FCC

445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC
20554

I am filing a comment on proceeding FP-003
(Media Ownership: Out of the Picture).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

| am writing to express my outrage that the FCC has failed in efforts to monitor and
foster more minority ownership of television stations. There is something terribly wrong
with our media system when minorities comprise such substantial parts of the U.S.
population but own so few broadcast outlets.

A recent report by the media reform organization Free Press found that that while
minorities make up 33 percent of the U.S. population, only 3.26 percent of all
broadcast stations are owned by minorities. The report also finds that the number of
minority owned stations has dropped since more consolidated media ownership was
permitted in the 1996 Telecommunications Act.

Diversity is the cornerstone of a democratic media system; we cannot afford to lose it
in any way. It would be unconscionable for the FCC to let large media owners buy up
more local media outlets before redressing the agency's failure to foster minority voices
in the media.

The FCC should not allow relaxation or elimination of the limits on media ownership
without first hearing out widespread public concern about the problems of minority
representation and lack of minority broadcast station owners. Allowing further
concentration of local media markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from diverse voices. The
FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of m ia ownership
in the hands of the few. , -

First and L.ast name 4 727&%/\/«“96” ”/ Sincerely,

Mailing Address /077 /= () /(,,,ngwo
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I am filing a cbmmﬂ‘cﬂl‘p?b‘cﬁﬂ?hg 06-121 (Media Ownership).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination
of the public interest limits on media ownership. Localism and diversity are the
cornerstones of a democratic media system, and we cannot afford to
compromise them in any way.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration
of economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to
declines in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of
content in radio and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and
broadcast stations, or allowing further concentration in local television
markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in
2003, millions of Americans rose up in protest. Congress and the courts
ultimately intervened to turn back that misguided regulatory process.

Now that these same rules are being reconsidered, the FCC should stand firm
with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands
of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy.

Reb Bicune Sincerely, .

First and Last name Keb@cc o 1=K L
Maiting Address F© &ox /73 fultcex. X Blaene
City, State  Rurdese Downs, N M

Zip E839¢

Email Address
Other Comments:




October 14, 2006 To: ECC
RECEIVED & INSPECTL _ 445 12th Street, SW
0CT 2 8 2006 Washington, DC
20554
FCC - MAILROOM
I am filing a comment on p)a'caa'arny'us-rzrmedria Ownership). ORIl AL

s)()l;:‘:_ S
Dear Federal Communications Commission,

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination
of the public interest limits on media ownership. Localism and diversity are the
cornerstones of a democratic media system, and we cannot afford to
 compromise them in any way.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration
of economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to
declines in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of
content in radio and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and
broadcast stations, or allowing further concentration in local television
markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in
2003, millions of Americans rose up in protest. Congress and the courts
ultimately intervened to turn back that misguided regulatory process.

Now that these same rules are being reconsidered, the FCC should stand firm
with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands
of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy.

ReBeRT Slffﬁf/i/ Sincerely,
First and Last name 276/ 4. CALLE c AR AL4Y /
Mailing Address o545 }
City, State Toessn' AL

Zip
Email Address
Other Comments: - 0

More info from the FCC on this issue can be found at
http://hraunfoss.fcc.gov/edocs public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.




October 14, 2006 To: FCC
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC
20554

{ am filing a comment on proceeding FP-003
(Media Ownership: Out of the Picture).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

| am writing to express my outrage that the FCC has failed in efforts to monitor and
foster more minority ownership of television stations. There is something terribly wrong
with our media system when minorities comprise such substantial parts of the U.S.
population but own so few broadcast outlets.

A recent report by the media reform organization Free Press found that that while
minorities make up 33 percent of the U.S. population, only 3.26 percent of all
broadcast stations are owned by minorities. The report also finds that the number of
minority owned stations has dropped since more consolidated media ownership was
permitted in the 1996 Telecommunications Act.

Diversity is the cornerstone of a democratic media system; we cannot afford 1o lose it
in any way. It would be unconscionabie for the FCC to let large media owners buy up

more local media outlets before redressing the agency’s failure to foster minority voices
in the media.

The FCC should not allow relaxation or elimination of the limits on media ownership
without first hearing out widespread public concern about the problems of minority
representation and lack of minority broadcast station owners. Allowing further
concentration of local media markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from diverse voices. The
FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership
in the hands of the few.

First and Last name Sinc
Mailing Address  Keoger7 SHE E 778

City, State 27Gs w. CAUE CARAIAN

Zip ToeSon/, A2 §57% 3

Email Address
Other Comments:

More information from the FCC on this issue can be found at
http://hraunfoss.fcc.qov/edocs public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED 445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC
0CT 2 8 2006 20554 T

lam ﬁlirigfa?rg&mm%eding 06-121 (Media Ownership).

Dear Federal Communications Commission, SIS

DOGL “y U G
I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination
of the public interest limits on media ownership. Localism and diversity are the
cornerstones of a democratic media system, and we cannot afford to

. compromise them in any way.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration
of economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to
declines in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of
content in radio and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and
broadcast stations, or allowing further concentration in local television
markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in
2003, millions of Americans rose up in protest. Congress and the courts
ultimately intervened to turn back that misguided regulatory process.

Now that these same rules are being reconsidered, the FCC should stand firm
with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands
of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy.

Sincerely,
First and Last name

Mailing Address
City, State

Zip

Email Address
Other Comments:
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More info from the FCC on this issue can be found at o S e O
http://hraunfoss.fcc.gov/edocs public/attachmatch/DOC- 266034A1,M1. ' :
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I am filing a comment on proceeding FP-003
(Media Ownership: Out of the Picture).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

| am writing to express my outrage that the FCC has failed in efforts to monitor and
foster more minority ownership of television stations. There is something terribly wrong
with our media system when minorities comprise such substantial pars of the U.S.
population but own so few broadcast outlets.

A recent report by the media reform organization Free Press found that that while
minorities make up 33 percent of the U.S. popuiation, only 3.26 percent of all
broadcast stations are owned by minorities. The report also finds that the number of
minority owned stations has dropped since more consolidated media ownership was
permitted in the 1996 Telecommunications Act.

Diversity is the cornerstone of a democratic media system; we cannot afford to lose it
in any way. It would be unconscionable for the FCC to let large media owners buy up
more local media outlets before redressing the agency's failure to foster minority voices
in the media.

The FCC should not allow relaxation or elimination of the limits on media ownership
without first hearing out widespread public concern about the problems of minority
representation and lack of minority broadcast station owners. Allowing further
concentration of local media markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from diverse voices. The
FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership
in the hands of the few. '

First and Last name & ke Peom Sincerely,

e y P i
Zip 25 71 ‘

Email Address
Other Comments:

More information from the FCC on this issue can be found at |
htip://hraunfoss.fcc.qov/edocs public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A 1. pdf.




